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towards the marital situation of both men, and suggested that this might be construed not only as unorthodox, but as morally dubious, thus casting doubt on the 'purity' of the respective reformations. Henry's desire for Anne Boleyn, which drove him to the Break with Rome, might be considered as somehow comparable to Luther's attack on the Church, which enabled another unorthodox relationship: his marriage, as a former Augustinian canon to a former nun, Katherine Von Bora.
3 Martin Luther's Reformation was critiqued by Catholic opponents in terms of Luther's dubious morality, but, as Andrew Pettegree argues, they lost the polemical battle in the face of overwhelming evangelical success in print. 4 In England, however, English Catholic opponents of Henry VIII and his royal supremacy continued to stress the personal failings of the monarch, and continued to do so beyond Henry's own lifetime. This article seeks to trace the ways in which English Catholic writers articulated this view of the Break with Rome and subsequent Reformation, over a period of roughly fifty years. It will focus on three key texts, written and circulated at three different points: as Henry's break with Rome happened; during the regime of Mary I which returned England to the Roman Catholic Church; and several decades into the reign of Elizabeth I, as some sought to revive plans for the armed restoration of Catholicism. Whilst the specific circumstances faced by the writer(s) inflected each text with a different emphasis, they might be united by their common interpretation of the origins of the English Reformation lying in irreligious personal weakness of the monarch. It is perhaps unsurprising that English Catholics, as the 'losing' side in the English Reformation, developed their own vocabulary in which to describe the monumental changes that they were witnessing, or that they saw in their very recent past. The Break with Rome and the Royal Supremacy were not recognised as the, or even a, 'Reformation', a term whose current usage would not have been familiar to contemporaries. 5 Nor was it 'reform', which was something that should happen within the Church, not in opposition to and separation from it. For Catholic writers, the changes enacted in the reign of Henry VIII added up to schism. Henry's actions were on one level shockingly without precedent, but they might also be framed in terms familiar to the Catholic Church, an opportunity that contemporary opponents of Henry's royal supremacy took up. It allowed them to have a framework within which to compare the present with earlier schisms, and also provided a means to warn of the dangers presented by changes in the present day. Moreover, schism remained a relevant concept for those Catholic writers considering Henry's Break with Rome from the other end of the century. The exiled cleric Nicholas Sander's most famous work, first published in 1585 and discussed further below, was entitled: De Origine ac progressu schismatis Anglicani
(The Origins and Progress of the English Schism).
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Depending on the broader context two different readings might be made of the English Reformation as schism. A more optimistic approach might note that whilst there was no knowing how long this particular schism might last, there had been schisms before, and the church had survived. A schism was also potentially reversible, given the right circumstances, so Henry, or, later on, his successors might be able to reverse some of the damage that had been done. 7 In contrast, the more pessimistic view stressed the very real danger that schism caused and could perpetuate: the presence and the spread of heresy, which posed a spiritual threat to all subjects of the Tudor Crown. Allowing some to question the structure and the doctrine of the Church opened the door for others to do so, and thus for further souls to fall into error and separation from Christ. the sense of shock at the regime's treatment of an older noblewoman was to do much to build the King's reputation as a tyrant. 22 Nevertheless, from his perspective in the 1530s, Pole was not commenting on a past that was decided, but on a present where things were still profoundly unsettled. He was not speaking to a reading public -or at least initially he was not explicitly doing so -but instead was addressing the king directly. On one level this makes the strength of his condemnation even more striking. Peter Marshall has recently described the work as "a call to repentance and a declaration of war, thinly disguised as a peace offering".
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Pole's sense of outrage at the King's appropriation of titles that were not his to take led him to present Henry with a dramatic, polarised view of himself: "To everyone you appear more cruel than any pirate, more bold than Satan himself. Truly, then, you were such a terrible enemy to the Church that you can be compared with no-one but Satan." 24 Despite this, Pole retained a hope that the situation could improve, and that England, and its king, were not permanently lost spiritually. The first step back onto the right path was for the King to take, and Pole urged him to "do penance!." 25 True repentance on the part of the King would mean that everything was not lost, and that the realm would not be given over completely to heresy. Writing as events unfolded in England, an outright condemnation of Henry's actions could coexist with an acknowledgment of possibility for change, for the reassertion of the traditional ecclesiastical and theological status quo. Importantly, Pole's words, daring as they were in the 1530s, were not just isolated to an ivory-tower context of intellectual argument, protected by his absence from England. Ethan Shagan has shown that within England, some sense of the Break with Rome as a heretical outrage was also being voiced on the 'popular' level, by clergy and laity. 26 Moreover, they were to have a longer term influence, as we will see: those Catholics writing about the events of Henry's reign from the later Tudor period did so in the knowledge of Pole's work. Marian writers commentating on the beginnings of the Reformation were faced with some thorny issues. How might they encompass the Protestant Reformation of the previous two reigns within an explanatory schema that emphasised Mary's legitimacy as Henry's daughter, and the continuity she provided for the Tudor dynasty? As Thomas Betteridge observes, the regime were confronted with a paradox: they needed to explain "its relations to the immediate past as being simultaneously discontinuous from and as depending on it for meaning". most part, although some of Cavendish's interpretation was shared by later printed texts which did speak to a continental audience.
The recent past from a triumphant present? Marian writers/texts and their views of Henry's Reformation
Resisting the Settlement and Working for the Mission?
Those Catholics contemplating the reign of Henry VIII from the latter part of the sixteenth century did so from a context that had once more changed dramatically. Mary's providential succession, and the return of England to Rome was not a permanent prospect. A few decades into Elizabeth's reign, it was clear that Catholic hopes for rapprochement, and for the queen's marriage to a Catholic prince, accompanied by toleration for her Catholic subjects, were not to materialise. A large-scale rebellion, and several international projects for an armed reCatholicisation of the kingdom had been unsuccessful in overturning the Protestant regime. However, the failure of attempts at regime change by the mid-1580s had done nothing either to allay the fears of the Protestant government, or to dampen the hopes of some Catholics, within and beyond England, about its possibility in the near future. The 1580s onwards saw a flurry of polemical activity. The Protestant press were keen to persuade the public of the continued reality of an international Catholic plot to which English Catholics would give their support, while Catholic writers overseas answered their enemies and persuaded their coreligionists of the rightness of their cause. Much of these battles in print were focused on the immediate issues at hand, including for example the scurrilous and entertaining attack on the queen's favourite, Leicester's Commonwealth. 39 obsession with Anne as the sole driver behind his campaign to end his first marriage, and eventually to his denial of Papal authority:
He gave up the Catholic faith for no other reason in the world than that which came from his lust and wickedness. He rejected the authority of the Pope because he was not allowed to put away Catherine, when he was beaten and overcome as he was by the flesh.
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And it was from this action that all other elements of Henry's Reformation proceeded:
He destroyed the monasteries, partly because the monks, and especially the friars resisted the divorce; partly because he hungered after the ecclesiastical lands, which he seized that he might have more abundant means to spend in feasting on women of unclean lives, and on the foolish buildings he raised.
47
There was no room for any suggestion of religious motivation on the part of the king. As the King sinned, he gave licence for subjects to do the same, and to deny the Pope:
Then was heard everywhere, out of every mouth who was living a corrupt life, that the Pope had nothing to do with the kingdom of England, unless it pleased the King to allow him authority in it; for, said they, every soul must be subject to the royal power, not only in civil but also in spiritual things. All, this, it is true, was invented maintained and scattered abroad for the purpose of keeping people from imagining that the king had got rid of his wife without lawful authority.
48
De Origine was probably most infamous for emphasising the relationship between Henry and Anne as incestuous, stressing that Anne was Henry's daughter from his previous relationship with Anne's mother. This claim was not of Sander's invention, but picked up from earlier texts, including that of George Cavendish, as noted above. 49 Sander, however, was more outspoken and more detailed in his condemnation, and more determined to articulate this view to a wider audience. De Origine insists that Henry, who had falsely claimed torments of conscience over the legitimacy of his marriage to Catherine, then married Anne in the full knowledge that she was his daughter: "Henry was in no doubtful way that Anne Boleyn was his own child, and yet he married her […] . This was rashness not to be believed, hypocrisy unheard of, and lewdness not to be borne". 50 There is no sense here of Henry as a good king corrupted by evil counsellors: he is choosing to make his daughter into his wife. Peter Lake observes, in later editions of De Origine the actions of 'Lutherans' in advancing the Reformation is acknowledged, it is nonetheless Henry's decision to reject Rome and claim a spiritual authority for himself that enabled them to act.
51
Importantly, Sanders and his editors were not just looking backwards to write the history of where the monarchy had gone wrong vis-à-vis the true Church. They were also commenting on their present, and exhorting contemporaries to action. By understanding Henry's Reformation in a particular light, vital lessons could be learnt, and Elizabethan Catholics could be led to understand their duty to act in the present. Given the text's insistence on the incestuous and immoral nature of Henry's relationship with Anne, the legitimacy of Elizabeth was openly questioned. In other senses, though, Elizabeth was portrayed as the heir to Henry's godless Reformation and Break with Rome. Just as Henry had proceeded to marry Anne despite knowing he was her father, so too, Sander tells his readers, did Elizabeth know what she was doing when she set the Church in England on a path that lead away from Rome: "The Catholic religion could not have been set aside at that time but for the cunning of the queen." 52 The limits of this article do not allow for a more in-depth discussion of the depiction of Elizabeth in De Origine. It is worth noting however that Elizabeth, the editors' own current queen, was presented even more negatively than her father. Her sins and actions against the Catholic faith were confirmation of the long-lasting consequences of Henry VIII allowing his lust to overtake all other priorities.
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De Origine stood out amongst contemporary polemic for the unrelenting nature of its attack on the weak, corrupt, and unkingly, or unqueenly, nature of the Tudor monarchs, with the exception of Mary. We have learnt much more about the context and uses of the text thanks to work of Freddy Dominguez and Peter Lake. And yet, as Dominguez points out, whilst the origins of the schism were seen to lie with Henry VIII and his disordered appetites, De Origine was also clear that English Catholics themselves were complicit. They had allowed the break with Rome and royal supremacy to happen, and failed to resist the growth of heresy. 54 Whilst attacking the Tudor monarchs, then, De Origine also chastised fellow Catholics, ruling out any compromise with the Elizabethan authorities: there could be no legitimate compromise with an illegitimate, heretical queen or the regime that maintained her. This approach was in line with one strain of Elizabethan Catholic thought regarding their 51 P. Lake, op. cit., p. 260.
position under a heretical monarch -that no form of negotiation or compromise with that regime, or with the Church of England, was acceptable. Thus recent history and contemporary commentary was put to work as a call to action, through the polemical print project, and through the attempts at an armed invasion of England. These aims chimed with those of Pole in the 1530s, and in the mid-1580s, there was still momentum from within English Catholic circles to continue to pursue this agenda. A work like De Origine, as Dominguez has shown, could be adapted and pitched to make the maximum impact possible. A written appeal, on an international stage, aimed at a readership able to influence opinion within Philip II's empire, and to some extent, within Henri III's France, looked not only to rouse English Catholics to action, but to secure backing for armed restoration from patrons on the continent. 55 Sander himself was to embody this impulse, producing some of the most famous anti-Elizabethan polemic, and also throwing himself into an attempt to overturn the Elizabethan regime in Ireland, just as the first Jesuit mission landed in England.
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De Origine was a lengthy work, which combined immediate gossipy detail from contemporaries with a larger schema to explain and understand England's drift from the true church, brief return to Rome and then further descent into a corrupt Protestant regime. Its view of the recent past was closely related to urgent arguments in its Elizabethan present, whilst also having a much longer term influence on how English Catholics were viewed by Protestants, and on how Catholics on the continent might understand the situation in England. It picked up on earlier interpretations of Henry's Break with Rome and Royal Supremacy, explored the consequences of this for England, and issued a call to arms to reverse a religious revolution driven by one monarch's lust.
Understanding the English Schism -an international matter?
When celebrating the Catholic succession of Mary in his drama, the Marian writer John Proctor has the character of 'England' note its recent notoriety in an international context: "I was example to the whole worlde of all disorder, impietie and heresie. 70 The use of Latin did not completely exclude an English reading audience as there is evidence that copies of the Latin text were circulating within Elizabeth's kingdoms. 71 However, its message, with some adaptations, spoke directly to European Catholic audiences as much as it did to English readers. By exploring the origins of the Reformation in England, Sanders and his editors examined not only where the King, but also his Catholic subjects had gone wrong. This exploration of past sins, was not just a lesson in past mistakes, but a spur to action in the present. Henry's sins may have prompted the Break with Rome and subsequent schism, but the ensuing godlessness and moral ruin, in which other English Catholics had a part, was to be corrected by action in the present day. Any project to overthrow Elizabeth would be dependent on foreign aid -from Philip, the Pope, or from Catholic factions in France -so a call to arms had to appeal to this crucial constituency.
Conclusion
The 'losers' of England's Reformation, or at least its Break with Rome had to grapple with a profound sense of loss, and attempted to explain how England had fallen into schism seemingly so easily. In explaining the beginning of the Reformation, its opponents focused not on theological or ecclesiastical events so much as Henry VIII's personal failings. In one sense, they, as their Protestant opponents, claimed that the Break with Rome and Royal Supremacy made the Reformation in England distinctive from the growth and spread of Protestantism in continental Europe. England was exceptional, but perhaps not in the ways that Protestant writers claimed. Highley emphasises the observation in De Origine, for example, that heresies in neighbouring territories were introduced and maintained by "popular tumults," but in England the situation was brought about purely at the monarch's command. 72 What for royal propagandists was the transition to correct belief and practice, for concentrated on this explanation of the origins of the English Reformation, in the process downplaying the role of religious inspiration on the part of the evangelicals, and overlooking the role of Parliament. Whilst the brief return to Rome in Mary's reign offered Catholic writers the opportunity to rejoice, they still sought explanations which might not have sat easily with the immediate political situation. This context changed again with Elizabeth's succession. Religious politics and international relations had moved on since the 1530s, becoming more rather than less complex by the end of the century, but Catholic commentators returned to the connected themes of lust and illegitimacy in their presentations of the English Reformation, presentations that were as important internationally as they were for a 'domestic' audience. For these Catholic writers, answering the 'why' question about the origins of the Reformation was in some senses more important than the 'when'. They had no one great pivotal event to act as their frame of reference, or rather they chose not to see one.
In some ways this worked in their favour, as it allowed them to deny the possible impact of evangelical teaching, and to cast the legislative changes under Henry less as significant turning points in themselves, and more as the consequence of a King led by his own moral failings into godless action.
